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‘S , 


1 / 6/72 

Birector of Information 
G- neral Services Admini strati on 
Washington, B.C. 

Bear Sir, 

Shis is to appeal the refusal to me of a number of items of Warren Commission 
materials for which I have ashed in writing, copies of which the Archivist refuses, in 
Ms letter of January 4, 1972, to forward to you as ay appeal. 

You will find that I have repeated some of these requests and have not gotten 
any responses in some casef, meaningless responses in other, asd palpable untruths 
in others. In still other cases, it is transparent that ay requests are just being 
ignored, I believe all these things violate the intent of the ^ongrass, if not the law. 

I know because inadvertently in the past the wrong copies of intorhal copies of my 
requests have been sent to me that there is a policy on the time in which response; was 
to be made, % request for this information is among tho things denied me, so I ask it 
of you. How long after a simple inquiry is it to be answered? 

So you can better understand that this is not frivolous, ©a ^uly 24, 1971, i asked 
for copiss of certain specified pages of CD 1408. I n^ver got thorn or any answer. When 
I asked for then again in ay letter of Dudeaber 17, 1971, they were not provided.In^ 
stead I was told "If you will specify the pages in Cocrdssion Document 1408 of which 
youl want copies, we will be pleased to furnish these copies to you." In that; same 
letter I renewed an unfilled request for a copy of the description of film provided 
to the Secret Service by yDSb-i'V, Hew Orleans (a copy of which was also provided me by 
that station). Instead ef in any way answering this proper and simple request, for a 
copy of a single sentence, I was scat copies of Ely letter to the Secret Service and 
its saage letter of December 22, 1969 to the Archivist, This is deliberately non-re sponsiv e . 

Recently, the Attorney General has ruled that sudd nen-responsiveness constitutes 
a refusal. I also so interpret it. This is also true of other denials and evasions, such 
as you will find in lay requests for copies of withheld Warren ^Emission executive sessions. 
The users recent of my letters on the latter are dated August 22 and September 18,1971. 

So, I herewith appeal all these and the other refusals of yhich the Archives has 
copies and all those requests not responded to. The Attorney General’s Memorandum on 
the Freedom of Information law specifies that "Every effort should be made to avoid 
encumbering the applicant’s path with procedural obstacles." I hope you will recognise 
this as binding and not require that I be put to the extra cost and «:aate ex time of 
providing copias of these requests and the answers, which the Archives has. I also hope 
you will recognize the intent of Congress in specifying "promptness", which is true in 
no case referred to herein, that of the still-unfilled request of last duljr being an 
illuminating and not-untypical example. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Veisberg 



